department instituted its own pwm:ime for vefereal to 4 mp(szzl% officer. In the
Robert Hamill, case T was apwmzm ws reporting nfimm within the Biology

Liepariment.

When material was submitted fo. th:, TFSAN}’ i was chC(}]ﬁpdl'}ZGd by FSANi
Forms: Form ‘A7 contained all e}w rc,ievam bac&gmund information cm the'
incident. Form "B related to mamm} Qh‘tazncé from the suspect. Form ‘C '

related to material from the mgumfi pé&'ty and Form ‘D" was other miterial not

related to the suspect o the mgme{i g‘sriy

I think we had target respt}me 1 meg zr{" 99'? bul certainly it was underswaé iimt

if 2 person was charged and in i‘w § {“"é}’ f{)r an alleged offence, fhat case had m'ﬁ.“

be dealt with more ripidly.

less proactive role dep&*nduw {m ii‘se srzc}uﬂncas of the case, FOT exampic on’ 3 )

murder investigation the lead %zemm mii p-id} a crucial part in ihe-_-_cas_e. -~ S

In the Robert Hamill case, my mw}}u{:tiolz is that T de:ait pnmaniy wxih th

RUC. The Submisgion Forms; thci‘z gpcaz at pige nrbers ’?6746 lti 26 8'?’__.:'_}

tell me that the investigating {}%:{'%wr'm {ha case’ and the person i therefarc:’

would have deslt with was ilﬁﬂ:@m‘%we Inspe:ct{}r Michael Trwif, I'__a:is

however, recall having any dealings with DY frwin, The mm*z% are dmd ”? May _

1997, which was the date material was submitted to the FSANI, th]p_,_’i_-_t;im- not
recall this specifically, T must have been contacted personally by .-tl"i&'-_;fsé}'l'itﬁ;é!-_;f;ii': -

tint carly stage because 1 'sent DNA off to be tested urgently. T would only have ~

done that in response 10 4 specilic request by police. A murder -'iﬁ've@ti'g-&f’i'ﬂ'ﬁ"_'--'--"'__'. .

would have been top priotity amd the agreed turnaround time by the: K}NA-_"_--'Z":’ o
taboratory ‘was, wwd 15, three days. T do not think there was any specific ;‘z"ﬁ:‘a:;i,ia*st_

on the.submission forms other than to ook Tor a transfer of bloods between the
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